Innovation Surveys in Latin American started more than ten years ago. Initially based on the Oslo Manual, adapted to better suit the characteristics of innovation and technology diffusion in Latin American countries, the Bogota Manual (RICyT, 2001) did later formulate a set of methodological guidelines that were followed by many of the countries in the region (Sutz, 2000). As of today, 15 Latin American countries have carried out a total of 46 innovation surveys, and Latin America does now stand out as the region with the most active innovation survey data production within the developing
Innovation Surveys in Latin American started more than ten years ago. Initially based on the Oslo Manual, adapted to better suit the characteristics of innovation and technology diffusion in Latin American countries, the Bogota Manual (RICyT, 2001) did later formulate a set of methodological guidelines that were followed by many of the countries in the region (Sutz, 2000) . As of today, 15 Latin American countries have carried out a total of 46 innovation surveys, and Latin America does now stand out as the region with the most active innovation survey data production within the developing world (Marins, 2011) . This short article provides a primer to innovation surveys in Latin America, listing the available data, some key institutional and scholarly references available on the web, and briefly pointing to some methodological issues and challenges for future improvements. Table 1 presents a summary of the innovation surveys carried out in ten Latin American countries for which data and/or key institutional references are available on the Internet.
1 Innovation survey data is mostly produced and provided by the national institutes that deal with statistics information management in each respective country.
However, the information is not in all cases easily available and ready to use, and it is presented in a high range of different formats and, in most cases, in Spanish or Portuguese language only. In order to ensure a wider dissemination and use of this type of data by the international research and policy community in the future, it would be of great benefit to achieve a higher coordination among the various national institutes and a better harmonization of the presentation format of the various survey data and results.
The Network on Science and Technology Indicators -Ibero-American and Inter-
American (RICyT) is a key institutional reference in the field. 2 During the last sixteen years, it has made a great contribution to overcome this issue by gathering most of the available data and increasing the methodological standardization across countries in the region. Table 1 here > A higher degree of harmonization would in particular be beneficial to the Latin American and international research community, since it would make it possible to carry out cross-country and cross-industry empirical analyses on a much more systematic basis than it has been the case so far. Raffo et al. (2008) American innovation surveys, pointing out the data and results that can be safely used for international comparison and those that are less reliable and should be threatened with care. Table 2 presents a summary of the key issues highlighted in these papers. A look at the various survey questionnaires shows that some degree of comparability across countries is indeed present. In order to further increase this, the European experience with the Community Innovation Surveys (CIS) is relevant, particularly with reference to the standardization and micro-data data collection efforts made by Eurostat, OECD and some EU-funded projects in the last few years.
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A second issue that hampers a wider use, dissemination and impact of Latin American innovation survey data across the international research community is its still limited application to economic and econometric analyses of micro-level innovation patterns and impacts within each national economy. The challenge is twofold. On the one hand, it is important to ensure that researchers in the various countries in the region can more easily get access to firm-level innovation data and link them to other micro-level sources of information on, e.g., firms' productivity, profitability, employment and export activities. On the other hand, it is crucial that this type of linked innovationeconomic data will increasingly be available not only for one specific point in time, but rather for different years (Chudnovsky et al., 2006; De Negri et al., 2007) .
These two aspects -matching innovation and economic indicators, and working with panel data rather than cross-sections -represent important challenges for ensuring a greater reliability and diffusion of Latin American empirical studies of innovation across the international research community (Anlló, Suárez and De Angelis, 2009; Crespi and Peirano, 2007; Sutz, 2000) . The European experience with CIS-based econometric analyses indicates that only a thorough dealing with these two issues gives firm-level empirical analyses the necessary credibility and thoroughness to get accepted and have wide impact on the global community of innovation scholars (Mairesse and Mohnen, 2010). 

